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hong That he might be relecued againſt 
c 


77283 was called toaccountby Bowdler, by Bill in Chauncery, as his Fator, for diner 
Bill againſt the Petitioners and others, 


Irſt, That 37 
[- certayne falſe Accounts exhibited by him ; whereunto 4497gan did anſwere , and preferred acro 


charging them as Partners with matters of Account. 
ounceli, awarded a Commiſſion to Row!:nd Backhenſe, Robert Ducy, Tho. Morley, Ralph 


The Court by conſent of the parties and their learned C 
Core, and Ro. Palmer, Merchants of London, with authoritie to examine and determine theſe Accounts and Differences, wherein for their ſatisfa- 


tion they pervſed and conſidered of all Bookes of Account, Bills of Exchange , Letters and other Writings produced concerning the ſame , but 
becauſe the Commilſion was returnable before they could conclude any thing , the parties importuned them to end the ſaid /\ccounts and Diffe- 
rences by Arbitrement, and ſubmitted themſclues to their Award by ſeuerall Obligations of great ſummes of money , bearing date rhe 7. day of 
October 1c18. Andfor the better ttrengthning of their proceedings in the ſaid Arbitrarie courſe. The Lord Chancellor was pleaſed to graunt 2 
Commulhhon bearing date the 19. day of the ſame moneth, with power to take oath of the Parties and Witneſles ; and to determine the Diffe- 

: ences or to certifie their proceedings. And his Lordhip did write his honourable Letters ro fiue other Merchants to giue their aſhſtance, as oft 
45 the ſaid Arbitrators thould thinke fir. | : 

Andaficr 160. meetings and exa& examination of all Differences and Accounts aforeſaid, the ſaid Arbitrators being often aided by: the ſaid 
Afhiſtants, they did finde organ indebred vnto Bowdler in the ſumme of 5791. 6s. which they did Award he ſhould pay vnto Bowaler the 6. of 
Aprill following. And alſo by their ſaid Award did order and determine what cach Partie ſhould performe to other, as particularly at large there- 
vy appeareth. 

Secondly, For that the ſaid Arbitrement being after called in queſtion by the ſaid 30799 by falſe ſuggeſtion that it was partially made : the 
ſaid Arbitrators being required tocertifie their proceedings to the Court, did ſo certifie , Anſwering thereby all ObicXions, and declaring thar 
William Meggs was no wile chargeable vnto organ, but that he was vniuſtly vexed by his ſaid ſuite : Neuerthelefſe, by Orders in the ſaid Courr 
the faid Award was ſuſpended which ought rather to haue beene put in execution. Andthe Bonds ſealed to performe the ſame were called intothe 
Court, Andall Bonds, Bills, &c. which the Commiſſioners had receined of Mo7gaz were redeliuered to him, albeit thcy appertayned to Bowdler 
25 being accounted for before the Commiſſioners. | 

Thirdly, Becauſe the truth of Jowdlers cauſe, being a diſcoucrie of falſities and miſpriſionsin a Fators Accounts, could not bee ſo cuident by 
xamination vpon fixed Intergatories, asit was apparant to the Commiſſioners that had therein proccededas atfore; His Lordthip cauſed them to 
certifie particularly the Reaſons that moued them to make the ſaid arbirrement, which they did accordingly. Whereupon (for that rhe ſaid Ar- 


bitrement was grounded afivell pon examination of Witneſſes as vpon Morgans confelfion and otherwiſe , And that particular Relation thereof 
t—TE7cnallas ur the Canſe commineto hearing the 18.day of December then, . 


WAS Li1ddC by tlic fail Ou vifiuun; rw —4i.. met een Len CE. | 
following, by order of Chancerit the ſaid Award and Certificat were made void , and the Commithoners branded with tame and diſgrace” 
without heing called to anſwereforthemſclues. And without a Bill exhibited to ſhew the defetts of their Award, And a new Reference to Sir 


Robert Rich and Sir William Bird;two Maſters of the Chancerie, and foure other Merchants was made to examine the ſaid Accounts and Diffe- 
rences, but without power to examine vpon oath. 

Fourthly, For that the ſaid Maſters and Merchants were dire&ed by the Chancerie to proceedonely vpon proofes taken in Court, and vpon 
Depolitions taken before the ſaid Arbitrators and vpon Accounts, Letters and Writings , ſuch as could bee iuſtified by two Witneſles, (neither 
Arbitrators nor Parties) to hate beene produced and allowed before the Arbitrators, which kind of proofe was not poſſible to be made, for thar 
there was none preſent at thedebating of the Cauſe, bit the Arbitrator and Parties whereby Bowdler was bereaued of the benefit of his proofes, © 
and of Morgars confefcion, And depriued of themeanes to manifeſt the truth. Alſo the Depclitions taken on Bowdlers behalfe before the Arbi- 
rrators were reieted, but all Depoſitions on theſaid Morgars behaſfe were allowed; whereupon the ſaid Maſters with their Affiſtants reported, 
that the ſaid Bowdler wes indebted to Morgan inthe ſumme 74861. 1s. 10d. And the ſame report was decreed notwithſtanding any thing that 


3vas offred againſt it. | 

- Fiftly, Albeit Meggs wereadmitted to ſupplimentall proofes, and the two Maſters were to conſider whether Meggs were partner with Bowdler,' 
and whether 3/czgs his lending Bowdler his credit did occaſion Morgans ingagements ; and what eſtate of Bowdler came to Mezgs his hands, and 
when ; yetafter ſupplimentall proofe made by eggs and Morgan; The two Maſters did certiſie that Meggs was Partner with Bowdler ; and 
that Morgans ingagements were occaſioned by Meggs his afliſting Bowdler with his credit : And that there was of Bowdlers eſtate in the hands of 
eggs the ſumme of 100631. 11s. 7d. Whereas itis moſt apparant that Meggs was not Partner with Bowdler in Morgans imployments, Nor 
that Morgans ingagements were occaſion2dby his lending his credit to Bowdler, nor that he had any eſtate of Bowdlers in his hands, but thar 
Bowdler was iuſtly indebted to Mezgs in 1500. And it is moſt cleare that Meggs is not to be charged vnto Morgan by the cuſtome of Merchants, 
nor by the Law for afliſting Bowdler with his credit; And there is nothing to leade the Maſters to conceaue that the ſaid Mezzs ſhould haue of the 
{aid Bowdlers eſtate in his hands the ſumme of 100631. 11s. 7d. Bur this report induced his Lordlhip to decree, That Mezes ſhould be aſwell char- 
ged as Bowdler with the payment of the ſaid 74g61. 1s. 10d. And thefift of December laſt his Lordſhip impoſed a Fine of one Thouſand pounds 
1 peece vpon the ſaid Meges and Bowdler for nou-performance of the ſaid Decree; And thereupon a Sczre facias hath beene Awarded. 
Foraſmuch , As no redreſle of ſuch Decrees is to bee had but in Parliament : The humble Petition of Bowdler and Meggs is, that all the pro- 
y be declared to be void, And the ſaid Award eſtabliſhed by Act of Parliament, to bee performed for the Cauſes 


ccedings in Chancerie'ma 
| and Reaſons aforeſaid. 


